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CONTROLLABILITY AND POSITIVITY CONSTRAINTS IN POPULATION
DYNAMICS WITH AGE STRUCTURING AND DIFFUSION

DEBAYAN MAITY, MARIUS TUCSNAK, AND ENRIQUE ZUAZUA

ABSTRACT. In this article, we study the null controllability of a linear system coming from a population
dynamics model with age structuring and spatial diffusion (of Lotka-McKendrick type). The control
is localized in the space variable as well as with respect to the age. The first novelty we bring in is
that the age interval in which the control needs to be active can be arbitrarily small and does not need
to contain a neighbourhood of 0. The second one is that we prove that the whole population can be
steered into zero in a uniform time, without, as in the existing literature, excluding some interval of
low ages. Moreover, we improve the existing estimates of the controllability time and we show that
our estimates are sharp, at least when the control is active for very low ages. Finally, we show that
the system can be steered between two positive steady states by controls preserving the positivity of
the state trajectory. The method of proof, combining final-state observability estimates with the use of
characteristics and with L* estimates of the associated semigroup, avoids the explicit use of parabolic
Carleman estimates.

Key words. Population dynamics, Null controllability.
AMS subject classifications. 93B03, 93B05, 92D25

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this article, we study the null-controllability of an infinite dimensional linear system describing
the dynamics of a single species age-structured population with spatial diffusion. In these models,
going back to Gurtin [9] and generalizing the classical Lotka-McKendrick system, the state space
of the system is H = L?([0,a4] x ), where a; denotes the maximal age an individual can attain
and  C R" (with n € N in general but with n = 3 for real life applications) is an open bounded set
which represents the spatial environment occupied by the individuals. Let p(¢, a, ) be the distribution
density of individuals with respect to age a > 0 and spatial position x € €2 at some time ¢ > 0. Then,
according to the above reference, the function p satisfies the degenerate parabolic partial differential
equation

dp , Op

o T 5q ot map =mu (t,a,2) € (0,00) x (0,at) x Q, (1.1)

where the operator L is defined by

4,j=1

"9 Op
w=3 5 (73): .
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with 0;; = 0;; € C?(0), for 1 < i,j < n, and we assume there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
n
) _
> oij(@)€gs = clé] (ze€Q, £€R").
,j=1

Moreover, the positive function p denotes the natural mortality rate of individuals of age a, supposed
to be independent of the spatial position x and of time. The control function is v, depending on ¢, a
and x, whereas m is the characteristic function of (a1, a2) X w, with 0 < a1 < as < ay and w C Q
an open set. Thus the control is localized both in age and with respect to the spatial variable. This
control process corresponds to harvesting of adding individuals of age between a; and as from the
spatial domain w. Note that equation (1.1) is a slight generalization of the one proposed in [9], where
the operator L is just the standard Laplacian. We denote by ( the positive function describing the
fertility rate at age a, supposed to be independent of the spatial position x and of time, so that the
density of newly born individuals at the point x at time t is given by

p(t,0,2) = /OaT B(a)p(t,a,z)da (t,x) € (0,00) x . (1.3)

We assume that the individuals never leave the set {2, so that p satisfies the Neumann boundary
condition

n
zii = ;1 aijaaini =0 (t,a,z) € (0,00) x (0,a3) x I, (1.4)
where n denotes the unit outer normal to 92. To complete the model, we introduce the initial condition

p(0,a,z) = po(a,x) (a,z) € (0,a4) x Q. (1.5)
We assume that the fertility rate g and the mortality rate u satisfy the conditions

(H1) g € L*>(0,a4), B = 0 for almost every a € (0, a4).
(H2) p € L'0,a*] for every a* € (0,a4), > 0 for almost every a € (0,a;).

(H3) /OaT p(a) da = +o0.

For more details about the modelling of such system and the biological significance of the hypotheses,
we refer to Webb [20].

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 5 and p satisfy the conditions (H1)-(HS3) above. Moreover, suppose that
the fertility rate B is such that
B(a) =0 for all a € (0,ap), (1.6)
for some ay € (0,a4) and that a; < ay. Recall that m is the characteristic function of (ai,a2) x w,
with 0 < a1 < az < ay and that w C Q is an open set. Then for every T > ay + a; — az and for
every po € L2((0,a3) x Q) there exists a control v € L*((0,7) X (a1,a2) x w) such that the solution p
of (1.1)-(1.5) satisfies
p(1,a,z) =0 for all a € (0,a4),z € . (1.7)
To state our result on controllability with positivity constraints, we first define the concept of
non-negative steady state for (1.1) - (1.5).

Definition 1.2. Let v, € L*=((0,a1) x Q) be a steady interior control such that

vs =0 a.e. on (0,a4) x .



A non-negative function ps € L*>((0,at) x Q) satisfying the equations

(Ops
. Lps + p(a)ps = mus (a,z) € (0,a4) x Q,
Ops
L 0 (a,z) € (0,a) x 09, (1.8)
a
ps(0, x) —/ B(a)ps(a,x) da, x €,
0

is said to be a non-negative steady state for (1.1) - (1.5).
Our second main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.3. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1. Let ps 1 and ps p are two non-negative steady
states of the system (1.1) - (1.5). Assume that there exist a. € (0,a:) and § > 0 such that

ps.i(a,x),ps r(a,z) =8 a.e. on [0,a.] x Q. (1.9)
Then there exist T > 0 and v € L*((0,7) x (0,a4) x Q) such that the problem (1.1) - (1.5) with
po(a,z) = s, (a,2)
admits a unique solution p satisfying
p(1,a,2) = ps r(a,x) for all (a,x) € (0,a;) x Q.
Moreover, p(t,a,x) > 0 for a.e. (t,a,z) € (0,7) x (0,at) x €.

a

Remark 1.4. We denote by R = / Bla)e” Jom) dr qq the reproductive number. It is known that

(see, for instance [2, Theorem 3.1])

e if R <1 then there exists a unique non-negative solution to (1.8)
e if R =1 and vy = 0, then there exists infinitely many solutions to (1.8) of the form ps =
ae Jo pi) dr g ¢ (0, 00).

e if R > 1 then there is no non-negative solution to (1.8).
Consequently, the existence of non-negative steady states satisfying (1.9) is ensured at least when R = 1
and vs = 0. Another situation where we know that such states exist is when the control is active on
all [0,a] x Q and R <1 (see [2, Theorem 3.1]).

On the other hand, one can show that, if ps is a non-negative solution to the system (1.8), then

lim ps(a,z) =0 a.e. z € Q. (1.10)
a—>aT

Therefore we cannot assume that the initial or target non-negative steady states are bounded from
below by a strictly positive constant on [0, a4], i.e., we cannot take a, = ay in Theorem 1.5.

Let us now mention some related works from the literature. The null controllability results of the
diffusion free age-dependent population dynamics model were first obtained by Barbu, Iannelli and
Martcheva [5]. They proved the state of the system can be steered to any steady state, except for
a small interval of ages near zero. Recently, Hegoburu, Magal and Tucsnak [10] proved that this
restriction is not necessary, provided individuals do not reproduce at the age close to zero. They also
proved there exists controls which preserves the positivity of the state trajectory. However, in the both
works, the control is supported in the interval (0, ag), for some ag < at. Recently, Maity [14] proved
that null controllability can be achieved by controls supported in any subinterval of (0, a+), provided
we control before the individuals start to reproduce.
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Concerning the models with spatial diffusion, namely for the system (1.1) - (1.5), as far as we know,
the first result was obtained by Ainseba and Anita [2]. They proved that the system (1.1) - (1.5)
can be driven to a steady state in any arbitrary time 7 > 0 keeping the positivity of the trajectory,
provided the initial data is close to the steady state and the control acts in a spatial subdomain w C §2
but for all ages. When control acts in a spatial subdomain and only for small ages, a similar result
for a large time was proved by Ainseba and Anita [3]. In [1] Ainseba proved null controllability of
the system (1.1)-(1.5) except for a small interval of ages near zero, with controls acting everywhere
in the ages but in a spatial subdomain. Recently, Hegoburu and Tucsnak [11] proved that the system
(1.1) - (1.5) is null controllable for all ages and in any time by controls localized with respect to the
spatial variable but active for all ages. Their method is based on Lebeau-Robbiano type strategy,
originally developed for the null-controllability of the heat equation. Traore [18] considered a similar
model with nonlinear distributions of the newborns. He proved null controllability except for small
ages with controls localized in space variable and active for all ages. Martinez et. al [15] considered
linearized Croco-type equation, which is similar to the system (1.1) -(1.5), with 8 = u = 0. They
proved regional null controllability of such system.

The main novelties brought in by our paper are:

e We improve the existing estimates on the time necessary to control the system to zero and we
show that our global controllability result applies to individuals of all ages, without needing
to exclude ages in a neighbourhood of zero.

e We are able to tackle the case of a control which is active for ages a € [a1, az], with arbitrary
ai € [0,a+) and a2 € (a1,a4], provided that supp 5N [0,a1] = 0. Thus, unlike in the existing
literature, we do not need to control arbitrarily low ages.

e Unlike most of the approaches in the literature, our methodology does not require adaptations
of the existing parabolic Carleman estimates to the adjoint system of (1.1) - (1.5). We just
combine characteristics method with existing observability estimates for parabolic equations.
Thus our approach applies independently of the method used to derive final-state observability
for the associated parabolic system (moment methods, local or global Carleman estimates,
Lebeau-Robbiano strategy,...).

e Controllability with positivity constraints is proved, as far as we know for the first time, with a
control which is localized both in age and with respect to the space variable. The methodology
employed to obtain this result is based on duality and L estimates for parabolic PDEs.

The remaining part of this work is organized as follows:

e In Section 2 we first recall some basic facts about the Lotka-McKendrick semigroup with
diffusion. We next formulate our control problem in a semigroup setting and we define the
associated adjoint semigroup.

e In Section 3 we prove the final state observability for the adjoint system and, as a consequence,
we obtain the proof of the main result in Theorem 3.2.

e Section 4 is devoted to the proof that controllability between positive steady states can be
achieved in sufficiently large time, i.e., to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

e Section 5 is devoted to the description of possible extensions and open questions.

2. LOTKA-MCKENDRICK SEMIGROUP WITH DIFFUSION

In this section, we provide some basic results on the population semigroup for the linear age struc-
tured model with diffusion and its adjoint operator. Most of them were existing in the literature, so
we just give the statements and the appropriate references. In some cases, namely when the adjoint
operator is involved, we did not find detailed justifications in the existing literature, so, with no claim
of originality, we felt necessary to give a more detailed presentation.



We write below equations (1.1)-(1.5) as an abstract control system with input space
H = L*(0,a3; L*())
Before introducing the semigroup generator, we consider the diffusion free population operator
A1 :D(A)) = H,
defined by

D(Ay) = {gp € H | ¢(-,z) is locally absolutely continuous on [0, at),

at
0(0,z) = / B(a)p(a,z) da for a.e. x € Q, ?;j +pp € H},
0

_ Oy
Arp = ~ e e (2.1)

and the diffusion operator Ay : D(Ag) — H defined by

D(Ay) = {np € 120,05 HX(Q) | 22 — 0 on an},

vy,
App — ]z_:l 81 <aijggfj> (¢ € D(4s)). (2.2)
We also introduce the input space7 U = H and the control operator B € L(U, H) defined by
Bu =mu (ueU). (2.3)
With the above notation, we rewrite the system (1.1)-(1.5) as:
2(t) = Az(t) + Bu(t), (2.4)
z(0) = po, (2.5)

where we have set p(t,-) = z(t), v(t, ) = u(t) and the population operator with diffusion A : D(A) — H
is defined by
D(A) =D(A1)ND(Az), A=A+ A (2.6)

The fact that the system we consider is well-posed follows from the following result:

Lemma 2.1. The operator (A, D(A)) is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup
T on H.

Proof. A proof of this lemma can be found in [12, Theorem 2.8]. O

With the above notation, our main result in Theorem 1.1 can be rephrased to : the pair (A, B), with
A defined in (2.6) and B defined in (2.3) is null controllable in ant time 7 > a1 +max{a, a; —az}. It is
well-known that, the null controllability in time 7 of (A, B) is equivalent to the final-state observability
in time 7 of the pair (A*, B*), where A* and B* are the adjoint operators of A and B, respectively
(see, for instance, [19, Section 11.2]). It is thus important to determine the adjoint of the operator A.
To this aim, we introduce an auxiliary unbounded operator (Ag, D(Ag)) defined by

D(Ap) = {go € H | ¢(-,x) is locally absolutely continuous on [0, a3), ¢ € L*(0,a+; H*(Q)),

. _ dp Op
alg%@(a,x) =0 for a.e. z € Q, s =0 on 89,% —pup+Lp e H},
Aop = 5= — o+ Ly (¢ € D(Ao)). (2.7)

We have the following lemma:
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Lemma 2.2. The operator (Ag, D(Ap)) is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semi-
group TV on H.
Proof. For ¢ € D(Ayp),

we have
(Aop, o)y = lim / / (—us0+B<p)
a%a
2
. p*(a) / / < Op 8s0>
= lim — — lm + 0,
a%a; Q 2 9] MSO Z ij 8.731 83:]
thus Ajg is a dissipative operator.

To show that it is m—dissipative, we prove below that I — Ag is onto. To this aim, let f € H and
consider the equation, of unknown ¢ € D(Ap)

©— +pup — Lo = fin (0,a1) x ©, lim w(a,x)zo,—@:()onﬁﬁ.
a a—ay ovr,

¢(a,z) = exp (—a - /Oa p(r) dr) p(a, )

(a€(0,at), x €9Q), (2.9)
we see that (2.8) is equivalent to the equation, of unknown ¢,
dp

90 L= fin (0,a4) x Q,

(2.8)
Denoting

o(at, ) =01in Q, 882 =0 on 09,
where f(a,z) = exp (—a - / w(r) dr ) f(a,
0

It is easy to see that f € H. 1t is easily seen that the
above equation has a solution ¢ € L2(0 at; H?

).
(Q)) N HY(0, ar; LA(Q)) with

1660 ez < € (=a= [ uto) ar) 1l

The above estimate and (2.9) imply that (2.8) has a solution ¢ € D(Ap), thus Ag is m—disiipative
Hence Ag generates a CY semigroup on H

O
We are now in a position to rigourously construct the adjoint of the unbounded operator A
Proposition 2.3. The adjoint of (A, D(A)) in H is defined by

0
DY) = Do), AP =0 — b+ p(0,2) + L (2.10)
Proof. We can easily verify that D(Ay) C D(A*)

To prove the reverse inclusion, we first note that for A > 0 large enough, the operator AI — Ay is
boundedly invertible (this follows from the that Aj is a semigroup generator). For those values of A

we can thus consider the operator I — F()), where F()\) € £(L?(f2)) is defined by

FNgle) = [(M = A0)(Ba)g(x))] (0, 2). (2.11)
We note that for A large enough the operator I — F(\) is invertible. Indeed, this follows from the fact
that Hm [[F(A\)cez2().m = 0.
For \ as above, we define Gy : H — H defined by by G\ f = ) where @) solves
0 . . 0
Mor— 52+ pipa— Lipa—B(a)pa(0,2) = f in (0,a) x €, lim pa(a,2) = 0, 22

a—>aT

L G, = 0o % (2.12)



The fact that the operator Gy is well defined follows from the fact that the unique solution of (2.12)
is clearly given by

ea(a,z) = (M — Ao) " (f(a,z) + Va(a, ), (2.13)
where
Vasla,z) = B(a) (1= FO)) ™ (| = A0) 7| (0,2) ).
This means, in particular, that ¢y € D(Ap).

We are now in the position to prove the inclusion D(A*) C D(Ap). To this aim, take A as above
and let ¢ € D((AM — A)*). Then there exists f € H such that

/Oatéw()\l—A)@Z/oaT/QfgoforallgoeD(A)'

Let ny = Gy f, with G defined several lines above. Then, using (2.12) and integrating by parts we
obtain

CLT . a a
/ / fo= hm/ / (x\m - % + pmn — L — B(a)na(0, x)) v
0 Q a—a; Jo JQ a

) a a (ZT
= hm// UA<AW+5P+M¢_L¢):/ /m(M—A)s&
a—>aT— QJ0o a 0 Q

/aT /(w — ) (A —A)p =0, for all p € D(A). (2.14)
0 Q
By choosing ¢ = (A — A)~(¢p — ny) we get

[ [w=me=o

Thus ¢ € D(Ap) and ¢ solves (2.12). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Therefore,

3. AN OBSERVABILITY INEQUALITY:

As mentioned above, the null-controllability of a pair (A, B) is equivalent to the final state ob-
servability of the pair (A*, B*), see [19, Theorem 11.2.1]. Recall that that final-state observability of
(A*, B*) is defined as

Definition 3.1. [19, Definition 6.1.1] The pair (A*, B*) is final state observable in time T if there
exists a k; > 0 such that

/ 1B Tl > RIT ol (a0 DAY).
0

For A defined in (2.6) and ¢op € H we set
q(t) = Tz qo (t>0),

where T is the semigroup generated by A. According to Proposition 2.3 we have:

(0 0
(‘:)73 - £ — Lg— /B(G)Q(tvo’x) + M(a)q =0, t=20, (CL,.T) € (O,CLT) x €,
Q(tvawr):O) t}O,JJEQ,
dq T (3.1)
EZO’ t>07(a,$)€(O,CLT)X8Q,
q(07a7x) = q0(a7 J")v ((17113) - (O,CLT) X Q
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In view of [19, Theorem 11.2.1], the statement in Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to the following theorem:

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, the pair (A*, B*) is final-state observable for
every T > a1 + ay — az. In other words, for every T > a1 + ay — ag there exists k; > 0 such that the
solution q of (3.1) satisfies

/af/ (r,a,z) dzda < ]&/ / / (t,a,2) dedadt (¢ € D(A). (3.2)

Before we begin the proof of the above result, let us briefly describe its main steps. The first one is
writing an explicit expression of g. We define

V(t,z) = q(t,0,z), (t,xz) € (0,7) x Q. (3.3)

Integrating along the characteristic lines, the solution of (3.1) can be written as

ﬂem?qo(a +t,-)+ /t (Ww)e(tS)AQ,B(a +t—5)V(s,:) t<ai—a,
0

ti i
alt) = W(ta | m(a) (t—s)A - ) (3.4)
/t-‘ra—aT mte 2Bla+t—s)V(s,:)ds t>a; —a,

a
- / w(r)dr
where 7(a) =e J0 . Without loss of generality, we can assume that as < ap and let 7 be as
in Theorem 3.2. We decompose the interval (0, a;) as

(0’ aT) = (Ova) U (av aT)7

where a is chosen suitably so that ag < as and 7 > a4 —a for all a € (ag, a;). Now using the expression
of ¢ in (3.4) and choosing ag suitably, we can show that

a-i- G/T
/ / (1,a,2) deda —/ / (1,a,x dxda+/ / (1,a,z) deda (3.5)
<C </ / ¢*(7,a, ) dxda—i—/ / ¢*(t,0,2) da;dt) , (3.6)
0 Q n JQ

for some 1 > a; (see proof of Theorem 3.2 for more details).

The second step consists in deriving upper appropriate bounds for each one of the terms in the
right-hand side of (3.5). This is accomplished by combining some change of variables using the
characteristics of the diffusion free problem with some known observability inequalities for parabolic
equations.

To accomplish this program, we first recall the following observability inequality for parabolic equa-
tions (see, for instance, Imanuvilov and Fursikov [8]) :

Proposition 3.3. Let T >0, 0 <ty < 7 and t1 € (to,T]. Then for every wo € L?(Q), the solution w
of the initial and boundary problem

g—f(s,a}) — Lw(s,z) =0 ((s,z) € (to,T) x Q),

v _ ((5,2) € (to, T) x 89), (3.7)
8I/L

w(t, ) = wo(x), (x € Q),



satisfies the estimate
C2

t1
/w2(T, x)dr < / w?(ty, ) dr < cretr — to / /wQ(s,x) dz ds, (3.8)
Q

Q to w

where the constants ¢ and co depend on L, on Q) and on 7.

In the following two propositions we estimate each of the terms appearing in the right-hand side of
(3.5).

Proposition 3.4. Let us assume the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 and let T > ay and ag € (0,ap). Then
there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for every qy € D(A*), the solution q of the system (3.1), obeys

ago T a2
/ / qz(T, a,r) deda < C'T/ / /qZ(t,a,a:) dz da dt. (3.9)
0 Q 0 al w

Proof. First of all, without loss of of generality we can assume that as < ap (otherwise we simply
observe for small ages). We can also assume that a9 > max{a;,a2 — 7}. Since B(a) = 0 for all
a € (0,ap), g satisfies

%_%_qu(a)q:o, £>0,(a,7) € (0,a) x 2,

) a (3.10)
7q:0 t}(]’(a,x)E(O,ab)X@Q.

6VL

This means that ¢ satisfies the adjoint of a system called “Crocco type” (see [15]), where the authors
proved a regional controllability result. We set

. / u(r) dr
Z]V(t,a, .I) — q(t7a7x)e 0 . (311)
Then q satisfies

9q¢ 9q
a_ai_l/q: , t>0,(a,z) € (0,a5) X Q,
i a (3.12)
91 _y t>0,(a,z) € (0,ap) x 0.
61/L

The desired conclusion of this Proposition follows as soon as we show that there exists a constant

C > 0 such that
aop T az
/ / 3(1,a,z)dzda < CT/ / / @ (t,a,z)dr dadt, (3.13)
0 Q 0 a1 w

for every 7 > a;. Indeed, using (3.13) we get

ao 2/ wu(r) dr ao
/ /q2(7,a,x) drda < e Jo / /EJQ(T,a,x) dzda
0 Q 0 Q

at T  pras
< <e2HNHL1[07a0]>/ /?(T,a,x)dxdaéCT/ / /aa(t,a,a:)dxdadt
0 Q 0 al w
T  pras
<CT/ / /qQ(t,a,:L') dz da dt,
0 al w
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where C; is a generic constant depending only on 7. We have thus shown that (3.13) implies (3.9).
We can thus concentrate on the remaining part of the proof in checking (3.13).
Without loss of generality, let us assume that

T<az, T>az—ay, agé€(ay,a). (3.14)
We set by = ag — 7 and we split the interval (0, ap) as follows
(O, ao) = (0, bo) U (bo,al) U (al, ao). (315)

As explained in the introduction, we are going to use Proposition 3.3 along the characteristics. Before
doing that, let us explain why we have divided the interval (0,ap) in the above way. Basically, this
division depends on the point in which the trajectory v(s) = (1 — s,a + s), s € [0, 7] (or equivalently
the backward characteristics staring from (7, a)) enters the observation region (aj, az) x (0, 7) and exits
from the same region (see Fig. 1). More precisely:

e For a € (0,bg), the trajectory v(s) enters the observation region for s = a1 —a. As by +7 < as,
for s = 7, 7(s) it hits the line ¢ = 0 without leaving the observation region (blue region in
Fig. 1).
e For a € (by,a1), the trajectory 7(s) enters the observation domain for s = a; — a and exits the
observation region for s = ag — a < 7 (red region in Fig. 1).
e For a € (a1, ap) the trajectory ~y(s) starts inside the observation region but it exits the region
in time s = ag — a < 7 (green region in Fig. 1).
Let us remark that, the choices in (3.14) are made to cover all possible scenarios. Towards the end of
the proof of the proposition, we shall explain how to split the interval in other cases.

In the remaining part of the proof we give upper bounds for / / ZIQ(T,CL,:L') dx da where I is
1JQ

successively each one of the intervals appearing in the decomposition (3.15).
Upper bound on (0,bp):
For a.e a € (0,bp), we first set

w(s,x) =q(s,a+71—s,x) (s€(0,7),z € Q).
Then w satisfies
9 pw =0 (s,2) € (0,7) x O
85 w - b S7x 77— b
8710 =0, (s,z) € (0,7) x 09, (3.16)
ovy,

w(0,2) =¢(0,7 +a,z), =€
Applying Proposition 3.3, with tg =0, {1 =7+ a — a1 and T = 7, we obtain
C2

_— T+a—aq
/ w(r,z) do < / w? (T +a—ap,r) de < ceT ta—a / /wQ(s,x) dzds.
Q Q 0 w

In terms of ¢, the above inequality writes
702 T+a—ay
/ZIQ(T,a,x) de < cleTta—a1 / /E]VQ(S,G-FT—S,.%') dzds
Q 0 w

2

_— T+a
—cleT+a_a1/ /672(7'—1—@—3,3,36) dxds.
a w

1

Integrating with respect to a over (0,by) we obtain
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bo bO
/ / (1ya,z) deda < ¢ — @1 / / /(72 (t+a—s,s,z) dedsda
0
—C/ / /AJZT—i—a ssx)dxdads—C/ / /A}zrs:c ) dzdrds
< CT/ / /Ej (t,a,z) dedadt. (3.17)
0 al w

ao

y 4

)

0 a 2

FIGURE 1. An illustration of the choice made in (3.14): Blue region corresponds to
the interval (0,bp), Red corresponds to the interval (bg,a;), Green corresponds to the
interval (ay, ap).

Upper bound on (by,a):
For a.e. a € (b, a1), we define

w(s,x) =q(s,a+71—s,2) (se(t+a—agT),xe€N).
Then w satisfies
0
8—w—Lw:0, (s,z) € (T4+a—az,7)xQ,
s
v _ 0, (s,z) € (T+a—ag,7) x 0, (3.18)
8I/L

w(T 4+ a—ag,x) =q(T + a — az,a2,x), x € Q.
Applying Proposition 3.3 with the choice tg = 7 + a — ao, t1 =7+4+a—a; and T = 7, it follows that

T+a—a1
/’w2(7',:L‘) dz < / (T4+a—a,z) de < Clea2 a1 / / (s,z) dads.
Q Q -

+a—a2

In terms of ¢, the above inequality becomes
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C2

T4+a—aq
/@2(T7Ga$) dx<016a2_a1/ /éa(s,a+7—s,x) dzds
Q w

T4+a—as
a2
:C/ /?(T—{—CL—S,S,:E) dzds.

al w

Integrating with respect to a over (bg,a;) we get

/ / (1,a,2) deda < C/ / / (T +a—s,s,z) dedsda
bo bo
T+a1—s
:C/ / /Zfz(r—i—a—s,s,m) dxdads:C’/ / /(72(7',3,3:) dxdrds
al bo w ai T+bo—s w
a T T a
< C/ / /f(r,s,;v) dxdrds:C’/ / /(72(15,&,1‘) dzdadt. (3.19)
ap JO Jw 0 Ja; Jw

Upper bound on (aj,ap):
For a.e. a € (a1,ap), we define

w(s,z) =q(s,a+7—s,x) (se(t+a—azT),xe€Q).

Then w satisfies the system (3.18). Applying Proposition 3.3 with to = 7+a —ag and t; =T = 7, we

have that
c2

/ w?(1,2) do < cje@®2 — @ / /wQ(s,x) dads.
Q T4+a—a2 Jw

In terms of ¢, the above inequality reads as follows

C2

.
/@2(77@733) d$<01€a2a/ /éa(s,a—FT—s,a:) dzds
Q T4+a—ag Jw

C2

a2z
—clea2_a/ /(72(7'—1—@—8,8,21?) dxds.
a w
Integrating with respect to a over (al, ap) we get

/ / (1,a,2) deda < ¢c1e2 — @0 / / / (T +a—s,s,x) dedsda
as T
= C’T/ / / (T +a—s,s x) dedads = C’T/ / /?fz(r, s,x) dxdrds
al a1 Jw al T4+a1—s Jw

T as
< CT/ / /(YQ(t,a,x) dzdadt. (3.20)
al w
Therefore, combining (3.17), (3.19) and (3.20) we get

// (1,a,z) deda < c/// (t,a,z)dz dadt,, (3:21)

Let us explain how to split the interval (0, ag) in other possible cases:

o If 7 <ag, T <ay—ai, ap € (ag — T,az2), then we use (0,ap) = (0,a1) U (a1,bp) U (bo, ap).
o If 7 > a9, ag € (a1, az) then we use (0,a9) = (0,a1) U (a1, ap).
This completes the proof of the proposition. O
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In the next proposition, we estimate ¢(¢,0,x). More precisely, we prove the following:

Proposition 3.5. Let us assume the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 and let T > a1 and n € (a1, 7). Then
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for every qo € D(A*), the solution q of the system (3.1),

satisfies
T T as
/ /qQ(t,O,:c) dadt < C/ / /qQ(t,a,x) dzdadt. (3.22)
n Q 0 al w

Proof. Let ¢ be defined as in (3.11). In particular, ¢ satisfies (3.12). Here also we are going to use
Proposition 3.3 along the characteristics. Since we want to estimate ¢(¢,0, x) we need to consider the
trajectory v(s) = (t —s,s), s <t < 7 (or equivalently the backward characteristic stating from (¢,0)).
If 7 < a1, the trajectory v(s) never reaches the observation region (0,7) X (ai,az2) (see Fig. 2). This
is why we choose 7 > a1. Without loss of generality, let us assume that

T>ap n<apand ag < ap.

Case 1: For a.e. t € (ap, 7), we define

w(s,z) =q(s,t —s,x), s (t—apt),x €. (3.23)
Then w satisfies
ow
%—Lw:() ((s,z) € (t — ap, t) x Q),
g (s2) € (t — as 1) x 00, (3:24)
6VL

w(t—ab,x) ZQ(t_abvab7$) (er)
Using Proposition 3.3, with t{g =t — ap, t1 =t — a1 and T' = ¢, we obtain

t—ay
/wQ(t,:r) darg/wQ(t—al,x) dz < cie® — al/ / (s,z) dads.
Q Q t

In terms of ¢ the above inequality reads as

t—a1
/A)2 (¢,0,x) cleab ai / /AJ2 ) dads
t
C2
ap
=c1e@ — a1 / / 3 (t — s,s,x) drds.
ajl w
Integrating with respect to ¢ over [ab, 7] we obtain

/ / (t,0,2) dedt < c1e@ — al/ / / —s,s,x) dedsdt
—C'/ // — 8,8, dfcdtdS—C'/ / / (r,s,z) dedrds

C'/ / / (t,a,z) dedadt. (3.25)
Case 2: For a.e t € (n,ap), we define

w(s,z) = q(s,t —s,7) (s €(0,t), z € Q). (3.26)
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)y 4
g 4

)

0 ay 2

FIGURE 2. An illustration of the estimate of ¢(t,0,x). Here we have chosen as = a.
Since 7 > ay all the backward characteristics starting from (¢, 0) enters the observation
domain (the green region).

Then w satisfies

?;;—Lw—() ((s,2) € (0,t) x ),
v _, ((s,2) € (0,1) x OQ),
ovr,

w(0,z) = §(0,t, ) (z € Q).

By applying Proposition 3.3, with tg =0, t; =t — a; and T = ¢, we obtain

C2
t—ay
/ w?(t,z) dz < / w?(t —ay,z) do < cret — @1 / /wQ(s,x) dzds.
Q Q 0 w

Cco Cc2

t—ay t
/ 32(t,0,z) dz < cret — @1 / / (s,t —s,z) dzds = ciet — @1 / / @ (t—s,s,z) drds.
Q 0 w a1 Jw

Integrating with respect to t over [n, ap] we get

/ / 2(t,0,2) dzdt < clen ai / / / (t—s,s,x) dedsdt
"
C/ //A}zt—ssm d:cdsdt—C’/ / / — 8,8, z) dedtds
:C’/ / /q 7, s,x) dedrds < C/ / / (t,a,z) dedadt. (3.27)
ay 0 w

This yields
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Combining, (3.25) and (3.27) we obtain

// (t,0,7) dzdt < C’/// (t,a,z) dzdadt.

Note that, from the definition of ¢ in (3.11), we have ¢(t,0,2) = ¢(t,0,2z). Thus from the above
estimate we clearly obtain (3.22). O

3.1. Proof of the first main result. We are now in a position to prove Theorem 3.2, thus, conse-
quently, our first main result in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Without loss of generality let us assume that a; < a; — a2 and az < ap. Let us
set

d=71— (a1 +a; —ag).
Let us choose € < § such that
az —e > max{ay,a; — 7}.
Note that such a choice is always possible as 7 > a1 + ay — az > ay — az (see Fig. 3).

ay —T

ag — €&

/L

=N )

FIGURE 3. An illustration of the final time observability: For a € (0,a2 — ¢) (blue
region) the backward characteristics enters the observation domain. Thus we have the
estimate (3.29). For a € (a2 — €,ay), the backward characteristics (green region) hits
the line a = a4, gets renewed by the renewal condition $(a)q(t,0,x) and then enters
the observation domain (purple region). This is obtained in (3.32).

A
at as—¢ at
/ /qQ(T,a,m) dmda:/ /qZ(T, a,r) dxda—i—/ /q2(7', a,z) dzda. (3.28)
0 Q 0 Q as—e JQ

By applying Proposition 3.4, we have

as—¢e T  pras
/ / ¢*(r,a,2) deda < CT/ / /q2(t,a,x) dzdadt. (3.29)
0 Q 0 Jap w
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Thus the theorem is proved as soon as we show that

/ / (r,a,z) dzda < c/// (t,a,2) dzdadt. (3.30)

Therefore in the sequel, we concentrate on proving (3.30). We recall that ¢ is given by the formula
(3.4). For a € (ag — €,a4) we have 7 + a > a;. So the expression of ¢ in (3.4) yields

q(7,a,-) = /maT Wem)f‘zg(a +t—s)V(s,-)ds, ac(az—e¢,ay). (3.31)

Integrating over € it is easy to verify that

/ q2(7—a G,JJ) dzr < CT/ / VQ(S,JZ') dxds.
Q T+a—at JQ

Now integrating with respect to a over (az — €, a) we obtain

/ / (1,a,z) deda < C; / / (¢,0,2) dzdt. (3.32)
a1+(0—¢)

Finally using Proposition 3.5 to the above estimate we get (3.30). This completes the proof of the
theorem. 0

4. CONTROLS PRESERVING POSITIVITY

An important issue in view of applications (namely in population dynamics) is to design controls
such that the corresponding state trajectories join two different non-negative stationary states in some
time 7, while preserving the positivity of the controlled trajectory for ¢ € [0,7]. This type of result
has been proved in [10] for the diffusion free Lotka-McKendrick system (in a uniform time) and in
Lohéac, Trélat and Zuazua [13] for purely parabolic problems (in a time depending on an appropriate
norm of the difference of the two stationary states). We prove below that the situation encountered in
the latter case also applies to the problem considered in the present work. An essential ingredient in
obtaining this type of result is proving the null controllability of the system by means of L° controls
and then “slowly” (s.t. positivity is preserved) driving, the initial state towards the desired target.

We first recall a classical estimate for the semigroup generated by a strictly elliptic operator with
Neumann boundary conditions.

Lemma 4.1. Let Ay is defined in (2.2). Then the following holds
le" 2@l o) < @llioeq),  for allt > 0,0 € L®(Q).

Proof. For the proof of this result we refer to Daners [6, Corollary 7.2] or Ouhabaz [17, Corollary
4.10]. 0

As a consequence of the above result, we show below that for every ¢t > 0, the restrictions to
L>((0,at) x Q) of the operator T;, where T is the semigroup constructed in Section 2, are bounded
on L*((0,at) x Q). In PDE terms, we have:

Proposition 4.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the solution of (1.1) - (1.5) satisfies

1Pl Lo ((0.7)x (0,a1) x2)) < (HPOHLOO((OQT)XQ + o]l Lo (0,7 (O,aT)xQ))a (4.1)
for every po € L>((0,a4) x ) and v € L*=((0,7) x (0,at) x Q).
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Proof. Consider the operator A defined in (2.6) and the semigroup T on H = L2((0, at) x {2) generated
by A. Integrating along the characteristic lines, we have

77?((1) et2po(a —t,x a
Typo = { 7(a —1) pofa —t,) (t<a) (po € H). (4.2)
m(a)e2V (t — a, x) (t > a),

“ at
where m(a) = e Jo #N and V(t, z) = / B(a)Tipo(a,z) da. Moreover, V(t,x) satisfies
0

min{t,a; } a
V(t,z) = /0 T Bt — s)m(t — s)e! 2V (s, ) ds + / .T{t },B(a)ﬂ(?;(a_)t)em?po(a —t,z)da.
min{t,at

From the above expression and using Lemma 4.1 we obtain

I Tepoll Lo ((0,a5)x2) < Cllpoll Lo ((0,a1)x)» for all t € [0, 7],

where the constant C' is independent of t. Finally using Duhamel’s formula one can easily obtain
(4.1). O

We next show that under the assumptions in this section, the observability inequality in Theorem 3.2
can be strengthened to an inequality where the upper bound is the L' norm of the observation. More
precisely, we have:

Proposition 4.3. Under the assumption and with the notation in Theorem 3.2, for every T > a1 +
ay — ag, there exists ky > 0 such that the solution q of (3.1) satisfies

1
a; 3 T  raz
/ </ q2(7',a,:n) dx> da < k:T/ / / lq(t,a,z)|dzdadt (go € H). (4.3)
0 Q 0 a w

The proof of the above proposition is similar to that of Theorem 3.2. The main idea is the same, i.e.,
to use observability inequality for parabolic equations along the characteristic lines. The difference
is that now we want to observe the L' norm of ¢ instead of L? norm of ¢. Thus we can not use
Proposition 3.3. Rather we are going to use the below observability inequality for parabolic equations,
which is a slight variation of a result from Fernandez-Cara and Zuazua [7, Proposition 3.2].

Proposition 4.4. Let 7 > 0, 0 < tg < 7 and t; € (to,7]. Then for every wy € L?(), the solution
w(s,x) of the Cauchy problem

00 (5,0) — Lufs,2) = 0, (s,2) € (10, 7) x

S

ow _ (4.4)
oo 0, (s,x) € (tg, ) x 09,

w(to, z) = wo(x), z €,

satisfies the estimate

t1 2
/ w? (1, z) dz < / w?(ty, ) da < cre?/tr=t0) (/ / lw(s, )| da:ds) ) (4.5)
Q Q to w

where the constants ¢ and co depend on L, on Q and on 7.
With the help of the above proposition we obtain:

Proposition 4.5. Let us assume the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1 and let T > ay, ag € (0,ap) and
n € (a1, 7). Then there exists C; > 0 such that, for every qo € D(Ap), the solution q of (3.1), satisfies
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1
ag 5 T  pras
/ (/ 22(1,a, ) dx) ’ da < CT/ / / |2(t, a, x)| dz da dt. (4.6)
0 Q 0 al w
T % T ag
/ (/ ¢*(t,0, ) dx> dt < CT/ / / lg(t,a,z)| dz dadt. (4.7)
n Q 0 al w

Proof. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5. The only difference is
that we have to use Proposition 4.4 instead of Proposition 3.3. As the procedure is completely similar
we skip the details of the proof. O

(i)

We can now prove Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. The proof of this theorem is similar to that of Theorem 3.2. Let § and ¢ are
defined as in the proof of Theorem 3.2. Then

[ (femnnas) o [ ([ eeona) s [* ([ enao) o as

On the other hand, using the expression of ¢ in (3.4) we obtain

at 3 T 1
/ (/ q2(7',a,:n) dx) da < C- (/ q2(t,0,:n) d:r) dt. (4.9)
as—¢e Q a1+(6—¢) Q

Finally, combining the above two estimates together with Proposition 4.5 we get (4.3). O

In the following theorem we prove the null controllability of the system (1.1) -(1.5) by means of
L controls. Besides the above ingredients, we use a classical duality argument, following closely the
methodology in Micu, Roventa and Tucsnak [16, Proposition 2.5].

Theorem 4.6. With the notation and with the assumption in Theorem 1.1, for every T > a1 +at —az
and for every pg € L>((0,a4) x Q) there exists a control v € L>((0,7) x (a1,a2) X w) such that the
solution p of (1.1)-(1.5) satisfies

p(1,a,2) =0 for all a € (0,a4),x € 2. (4.10)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant K, such that for po € L*((0,a;) x Q) the control function
v and the corresponding state trajectory p satisfy

1Pl oo (0,71 % (0,01 x) F [[V] oo (0,71 % (0,a1) x2) < ErlPoll Los((0,a5)x0)- (4.11)

Proof. We first remind the notation in Section 2, considering the pair (A, B), with A defined in (2.6)
and B defined in (2.3), and denoting by T the C° semigroup on H = L?([0; a;] x Q) generated by A.
Consider the subspace X of L'([0,7] x [0, a;] x Q) defined by

X = {B*T?qa | q0 € H}
Given po € L>((0,at) x §2) consider the linear functional F on X' defined by
F(ETa) == [ [ (@), (112
Using (4.3), it follows F is well defined and that
[ Fw| < krv/19lIpoll 2o (0,05 <) 101 22 (0,7 0,01 %) (w e X)
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By the Hahn-Banach theorem, we can extend the linear functional F to a bounded linear functional
F on LY([0,7] x [0,a4] x Q) such that

|Fw| < kr v/ 192 [Ipoll oo ((0,.a5) x) 10| L1 ((0,7) x (0,05) x2) (w e LM[0,7] x [0,a4] x Q).

By the Riesz representation theorem there exists v € L*°((0,7) x (a1, a2) X w) such that

T a]» awi-
/ / / v(t — o) B*T{qo +/ / po (Trq0) =0 (g0 € H).
o Jo Ja o Ja

From the above formula it follows that

T

/ <TrfsBU(5)7QO> ds + <Trp0,QO> =0 (q0 € H), (4.13)
0 H H
which is equivalent to
-
T, po + / T,_sBv(s) ds =0.
0

Thus the solution p of (1.1)-(1.5) corresponding to the control v constructed above satisfies (4.10).
Moreover, we have that

[Vl oo ([0,71% (0,a1) x2) < CllPoll Lo ((0,a1)x ) -
Therefore, using the above estimate and Proposition 4.2 we obtain (4.11). O

Now we are in a position to prove our second main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Step 1. Let ps 1 and ps p be two non negative steady states of the system (1.1)
- (1.5) and let vs ; and v, g be the corresponding steady controls. We set

T r T T

Ds,r = <1 - N) Ps,I + Nps,Fa Urk = (1 - N) Vs, NUS,F (T =0,1,--- ,N), (414)
where N € N will be made precise later on. Using (1.9), we have that

Psrla,x) =6 (a.e. on [0,a,] xQ, r=0,1,---,N). (4.15)

Step 2. Without loss of generality let us assume that as < a.. Let us fix 7. > a1 + a; — a2 and
consider the following control problem for r > 1

(Opr | Opr

5 T ag — Lbr +ula)pr = mo, ((t,a,2) € (0,7) x (0,az) x Q),
Ipy

P _ o) € (0.ap) x OQ),

ovr, ((a,z) € (0,at) ) )

ay
ﬁr(t,O,x):/O B(a)pr(t, 0, ) da (t,2) € (0,7) x ),

t
pr(0,a,2) = psr—1(a,z) — psr(a,z) (a,z) € (0,a1) x Q).
By Theorem 4.6, there exits u, € L>((0,7) X (a1, a2) X w) such that

(
(

Dr(Te,a,2) =0 (a€(0,at),z € Q),
and
D7l oo (0,7 x (0,01 x Q) < ErllPsr—1(a; ©) = psr(a, 2)|| Lo ((0,a1) <) (4.17)

where the constant K, does not depend on r. In particular, if we set

Dr = 5r + Psry Up = Uy + Us,r ((tv a, $) S (07 7—*) X (Oa aT) X Q)a (4-18)
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then p, satisfies the system (1.1)-(1.4) with

p’r‘(oaaax) :ps,’r‘—l(a’u l‘), pr(T*vanU) :ps,r(aa l‘) ((au l‘) S (O,CLT) X Q,’r‘: 1)25”' 7N)
(4.19)
At this point we choose N sufficiently large to have
)

[Ps;r—1 = Ps,rll oo ((0,1)x02) < T
where § > 0 is the constant appearing in (1.9). Using the above relation, together with (4.15) and
(4.17), for a.e. (t,a,x) € [0, 7] X [0, a.] x £ we have

pr(t,a,x) = pp(t,a,z) + psr(a,z) > 0. (4.20)

For (t,a,z) € (0,7) X (ax, at) x §, we note that p,(t, a, ) satisfies

Opy ~ Opy
D Iptp(a)pr =0 ((ta,x) € (0,7) X (ax, 1) x ©),
gt da (4.21)
811/?; = ((a,z) € (ax,at) x 0N2).
Moreover,
pr(0,a,2) >0 ((a,z) € (ax,at) x Q),
and
pr(t,as,z) =0 ((t,z) € (0,7) x Q).
Therefore, by a comparison principle (see, for instance, [4, Theorem 4.1.4]) we have
pr(t,a,z) >0 ((t,a,z) € (0,7%) X (ax,at) x Qae. ).
Combing the above with (4.20), we obtain
pr(t,a,x) >0 ((t,a,z) € (0,7%) x (0,a3) x Q ae. ). (4.22)
Step 3. We define
pi(t,-,-) if t € (0,7y)
po(t — T, *) if t € (7w, 27%)
p(t,a,x) = : (4.23)
pn(t— (N =Dy, ) ifte ((N - 1)7*,NT*)
and
v1(t, ) if t € (0, 7%)
Vot — Tuy+y+) if t € (7, 274)
v(t,a,z) =« - (4.24)

on(t — (N = V)m, ) ifte ((N . 1)7*,1\77*).

Then we can easily verify that (p,v) satisfies the system (1.1) - (1.4). Moreover, the conclusion of
Theorem 1.3 holds with 7 = Nr,. This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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The main result in this section gives lower bounds for the controllability time in Theorem 1.1. We
show, in particular, that the controllability time in Theorem 1.1 is sharp in the case a; = 0. More

precisely, we have:

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions of of Theorem 1.1, let 7 < max{ai,a; — az}. Then there

exists qo € D(A*) such that, the solution q of (3.1), satisfies
e q(t,a,x) =0 for all (t,a,z) € (0,7) X (a1,a2) x §2.

a
o / /q2(7, a,x)dzda > 0.
0o Ja

Proof. Let (¢;)j=1 be an orthonormal basis of L?(2) comprising of eigenvectors of the operator — A,

and let (X\;);>1 be the corresponding eigenvalues. The solution ¢ of (3.1) writes

o0
q(tv a, ) = Z q] (tv a)SOjv
j=1

where '
% B % — B(a)g’ (,0) + (u(a) + Xj)¢’ =0, t>0,a€ (0,a),
¢(t,a;) =0, £>0,
7 (0,a) = ¢)(a), a € (0,a5)

and

oo

qola,") = @(a)e;.
j=1

Integrating along the characteristic lines, we obtain the following expression of ¢’ (¢, a)

J . t j '

A ng)(a—i-t)-i-/o wﬁ(a-i-t—s)‘ﬂ(s) ds, t<a;—a,
e 0 i(s) d

I == LS EDILCEE t>a-a

where
VI(t) = ¢’ (t,0) and  7/(a) = exp <Aja + /0 ' pu(r) dr) :

Without loss of generality, let us assume that a; > 0.
Case 1: 7 < aq

Let us choose a € (7,a1) and € > 0 such that (@ —e,a +¢) C (7,a1). Let ¢} € C(0,a;) such that

go=0foralac[0,7]Ulai,a;] and ¢} =1foralla€ (a—-e,a+e).

Since 8(a) = 0 for a € [0,ap), using the expression (5.2), we first have V1(t) = ¢'(¢,0) = 0 for all

t € [0, 7]. Using this it is easy to see that
_m(a)

q'(t,a) = { T(a+1)

0 if a > a1,t €[0,7].

ifae(a—t—ec,a—t+e),tel0,r]
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Now set go(a, z) = g{(a)¢1(z). Then q(t,a,z) = 0 for all (t,a,z) € (0,7) x (a1, as) x Q. Moreover,

as a—T—+e€
/ / (1,a,x)dzda > / (¢")?(7,a) da > 0.
T—E

Case 2: a1 <7 <a; —ap

Let us choose @ € (az +7,at) and € > 0 such that (@ —e,a+¢) C (az+7,a4). Let ¢} € C2°(0,a4) such
that

gg=0foralla€[0,ap+7] and g =1forallac (a—e,a+e).
As f(a) =0, for a € [0, ap), using the expression (5.2) we obtain
V(t,0) =0 for all t € [0, ap).
Using the above identity and (5.2), we can easily obtain that
¢ (t,a) =0 for all t € (0,ap),a € (0,ag + 7 — 1),
and

q"(ap,a) = 0 for all a € [0, a2 + 7 — ap] U [a — ap, a4

' (a)

ql(ab,a) = m for all a € (a—ab—g,a—ab+€).

Next we can calculate ¢! for (¢,a) € (ap,2ap) % (0,a;) with ¢'(ap,-) as initial data. Continuing this
process, we obtain
¢*(t,a) =0 for all t € (0,7),a € (0,ag + T — t),

and
1
q'(r,a) = 7r17r(a(:zt)t) foralla€ (a—7—¢,a—7+¢).
Then we can proceed as Case 1 to conclude the proof of the proposition. 0

As a consequence of the above proposition, the following theorem follows easily:

Theorem 5.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, the system (1.1)-(1.5) is not null-controllable
in time 7 < max{ai,a; — as}.

Remark 5.3. The above theorem shows that the controllability time in Theorem 1.1 is sharp in the
case a1 = 0.

Before ending the paper, we describe some possible extensions to be considered in future work.

First, still in the case a; = 0, it would be interesting to make precise the dependence of the control
cost on az. This could allow the extension to the diffusive case of the singular perturbation result
obtained in [10], which describes the behaviour of the control problem when aa — 0 (direct birth
control) in the diffusion free case. Moreover, let us note that the methods in this work are easily
adaptable to the case when the mortality and fertility rates depend on the spatial variable x, whereas
their adaptation to time dependent mortality and fertility rates seems a more difficult question.

Other possible directions for future extensions of the results and methods in this work concern non-
linear problems (such as considering, for instance, mortality rates depending on the total populations),
controllability issues for systems involving competing species or feedback control problems.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank Nicolas Hegoburu for fruitful discussions which help
us to improve the controllability time.
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